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This analysis is not intended to endorse any ILECIRBOC provisioning process or to 
suggest that any such Processes would comply with appropriate forward looking cost 
methodology. This analysis is NOT a cost study. The purpose of this analysis is to provide a 
high level comparison between the worksteps and time involved in performing the five 
activities described below AS CURRENTLY UNDERTAKEN BY THE RBOCS WITHOUT 
ADEQUATE AUTOMATION (in the case of UNE-L hot cut scenarios), based upon general 
information gleaned by QSI from numerous proceedings across the nation. The intention of 
the analysis is to allow the reader to understand why certain activities take longer, cost more 
or introduce additional worksteps when compared to one of the other five activities. 

Processes are organized by departmental responsibilities in a typical ILECIRBOC 
structure. This structure is typical but not intended to represent any individual ILECIRBOC. 

The activities are demonstrated in this example as occuring in individual departments. 
however depending on the organizational structure of an actual ILECIRBOC these activities 
may occur in different departrnentslorganizations but represent activities that generically are 
perfromed by ILEClRBOCs in the provisionng of services. The organization structure of 
activity task is not intended to endorse or recommend any organizational structure. 
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QWEST HOT CUT DATA 



State 
Arizona 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Iowa 
Minnesota 
Montana 
Nebraska 
New Mexico 
North Dakota 
Oregon 

South Dakota 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 

Qwest Regional 
Hot Cut Pricing Data 
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Year End 

Lines (3) %Total 

176,502 18.20% 
124,261 12.81% 
22,201 2.29% 
69,213 7.14% 

168,961 17.42% 
8,323 0.86% 

37,222 3.84% 
19,406 2.00% 
21,123 2.18% 

101,780 10.49% 

25,619 2.64% 
48.963 5.05% 

115,308 11.89% 

2003 UNE-P 

Proposed Hot 
Cut Pricing (2) 

Current Hot 
Current Hot Cut Cut - Proposed Hot - Initial additional Cut Price 

$ 53.86 $ 46.40 $ 45.96 
$ 55.27 $ 48.77 $ 45.96 
$ 11.03 $ 6.07 $ 45.96 
$ 46.01 $ 46.01 $ 45.96 
$ 2.38 $ 2.38 $ 45.96 
$ 55.27 $ 48.77 $ 45.96 
$ 55.27 $ 48.77 $ 45.96 
$ 51.94 $ 48.77 $ 45.96 
$ 55.27 $ 48.77 $ 45.96 
$ 10.75 $ 10.13 $ 45.96 

$ 55.27 $ 48.77 $ 45.96 
$ 29.10 $ 25.75 $ 45.96 
8 37.53 $ 34.78 s 45.96 

Current Hot Cut Pricing(1) 

31,054 3.20% $ 55.27 $ 48.77 $ 45.96 
Total 969,936 100.00% Avg. $ 41.02 $ 36.64 $ 45.96 

(1) Unbundled two-wire analog loop taken from Qwest SGAT. available at: www.qwest.com/wholesale/clecslsgatswireline.html 
(2) Data taken from Millon Testimony, Docket No. T-OOOOOA-03-0369 (1/23/04), p. 9. 
(3) Year end 2003 UNE-P Line Count taken from RBOC-Local-Telephone~Dec-2003.xls available at: www.fcc.gov/wcb/iatd/wmp.html 
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BELLSOUTH HOT CUT DATA 



State ____ 
Alabama 
Florida 

Year End 
2003 UNE-P 

Li".s 
IO x Total 

m.494 S.4,% 
658.818 27.09% 
558.102 22 Y4% 
LM.047 5.91% 
IYS.S35 8.04% 
147,406 6 06% 
174,100 7.I?% 
111.2 I Y  4.82'% 
232.448 9.56% 

row 2.432.3~9 IW.W% 

BellSouth Regional 
Hot Cut Pricing Data 
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Current Hot Cut Pricing i w s i  RBOC Proposed Hot Cut Pricing(i.r.n 

cvmnt C Y r n d  Hot Current Hot Cut 
Hot cut cut Rise current not cut Price Proposed &I Propcased Hot Cut Pr-ed Hot Cut 

PriCS Ismesigned) Pmpored HMCvt Cut Price lSL1) Prim Price ISLme6ig8'd) Price ISL1) 
additional Price (SLIJ additional (SLYDesigned) PL1) additional (SLUDsrignedl addtional 

$ M.W $ 37.51 $ 106.13 $ 66.80 I 57.68 I 33.27 $ 95.52 I 6012 

I 55.66 I 31.57 $ 134.89 I 81.67 $ 5566 $ 31.57 $ 134.89 $ 83 87 

I 46.12 $ 2575 $ 105.96 $ 66.28 I 46.12 I 25.75 $ 105.96 $ 58.28 

$ 46.09 $ 25.79 $ 105.98 $ 68.47 I 46.09 $ 25.79 $ 105.98 $ 58 47 
$ 60.51 I 56.54 $ 75.06 I 

Avp. I 58.16 I 35.46 I 1w.37 $ 67.09 Avo. I 55.13 I 31.34 $ 104.15 $ 55 18 

I 58.57 $ 31.63 I 135.75 $ 62.47 $ 51.74 $ 26.82 $ 12120 $ 50.15 
79.85 $ 24.65 $ 53.05 $ 14.82 $ 71.87 I 22.19 $ 5894 5 28.91 $ 

I 44.46 $ 24.79 I l02.lO $ 65.72 $ 4446 $ 24.79 I 10210 $ 65.72 

I m.97 I 56.44 I 138.61 I 97.37 $ 72.67 $ 4288 I 124.75 $ 31.65 

46.20 $ 6851 $ 56.54 I 75.06 $ 48.20 

1. Year End 2W3 UNEP line data laken fmm FCC R e p o r t ' R B O C ~ L o c a C T e l e p h o n D ~ ~ ~ ~ 3 .  
2. Slate speaflc monmly m*lalion data calculate6 based upon SellSwWs -nab estimate of 347.254 regiondde hot m16 and Year end 2003 weighting. (See public vedm ot A.H. Dnect at page 6 in FPSC W e t  No. 030851TP) 
3. Cumnt and pDpooed hat mt pwng for N. GA. B M  NC faken fmm public exhlbid EX. JAR4 in APSC M e t  No. 29054. EI.JAR-4 in GPSC W e t  No. 17749-U, and Ex. JAR4 m NCUC M e t  N0.P-IW. Sub 133, mspMwely. 
4. Cvrreol and pmpased hot cut pmng for FL is taken fm BS pubk respanre to Staffs 1st set d IntenogatcMer, Item No4 jn FPSC M e t  No. 030851-TP. 
5. Where Ml w ? M l l U y  Wlled Omerulse, ~liSoulWs Rate is cmptised of the bop NRC Plus me manual ader Emdinaften rale 
both lakm fmm the CwnpanVs riaMarc ICA ( h ~ : l h m i n t e r m n n ~ t i o n . ~ l i ~ w ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ l ~ h ~ U ~ ~ ~ ~ 9 ~ ~ m ~ ~ ~ . h l m i J .  
6. Data taken fmn BellSoum'r public Responses Io A T & n  Fimt Set ot Iniermjatorks. Item No.4 in GAPSC M e e t  No. 17749-U. 
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AZ Arizona 
CO Colorado 
ID Idaho 
IA Iowa 
MN Minnesota 
MT Montana 
NE Nebraska 
NM New Mexico 
ND North Dakota 
OR Oregon 
SD South Dakota 
UT Utah 
WA Washington 
WY Wyoming 

Qwest IDLC Data By State 

Max % IDLC 
n Wire Centei 

68% 
65% 
52% 
18% 
28% 
52% 
20% 
74% 
25% 
52% 
23% 
53% 
51 yo 
46% 
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October 4, 2004 

data from Qwest website 
httw//www.uswest.com/cai-bin/iconn/dlc.cqi 

Methodology: IDLC loops /total loops 

The above table shows the percentage of IDLC loops 
by Qwest state as, well as the highest percentage 
of IDLC loops exhibited by a wire center within those states. 
For instance, the state-wide IDLC concentration in Arizona 
is I O % ,  compared to a wire center within Arizona that 
exhibits a 68% IDLC concentration. 



DEFINITIONS 
TOTAL LOOPS 

__ 
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All loops/pairs installed in the network and assignable from OSP feeder terminals. 
This includes assigned, working, defective and spare pairs. 

LOOPS AVAILABLE 
Loops/pairs that are not assigned, working or defective (i.e., spare pairs), but are available to carry traffic and are 
assignable from OSP feeder terminals. 

LOOPS IN SERVICE 
Loopslpairs that are active and carrying traftic (Le., working pairs) from assignable OSP feeder terminals. 

LOOPS WI INTEGRATED DLC 
All loopslpairs installed in the network that originate from an Integrated DLC system and are assignable from OSP 
feeder terminals. 
This includes assigned, working, defective and spare Integrated DLC pair gain pairs. 

LOOPS WI UNIVERSAL DLC 
All loops/pairs installed in the network that originate from a Universal DLC system and are assignable from OSP 
feeder terminals. 
This includes assigned, working, defective and spare Universal DLC pair gain pairs. 
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ACKLIACO 2 550 

Qaest data for Iowa shows that, slate-wide, 3% oftotal Imps are savcd by IDLC, with 
one wire center exhibiting an IDLC concentration of 18%. OUI ofthe total 13< m..- 
wire centers in Iowq m o  (0) wire centen have IDLC concentrations of20% y. "._... 
The diagram below depicts the wire-centa specific 1 D K  data that IS containe+ 

I +h- fa, 1451 - ,  ox 
' left table, by CLLl code. 

Percent IDLC in wire centers 
for Iowa 
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AFACCOMA 

Qwest data for Colorado shows that, state-wide, I S %  of total loops are served by IDLC. 
with one wirc center exhibiting an IDLC concrnmtion of 6 5 %  Our ofthr total 163 
Qwest wire centers in Colorado, twentysix (26) wire centers have IDLC concennations 
of20?6 or higher. Eighteen (18) wire cmtm have IDLC concentrations of belween 
21%-40%, five ( 5 )  wire centerr have ID1.C concenrrations ofbemern 41%-60% and 
three (3)  wire centerr hare IDLC concentrations o f b e m e n  61%-ROU/U. The diagram 
below depicts the wire-center specific IDLC data that is contained in the far left table, by 
CLLl code. 

I 8 3 9  2 J06 480 8% 
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4196.60% 
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Percent IDLC in wire centers 
for Colorado 
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IIDLC INumberOf INumberOf i 

Qwwea data for Idaho shows that, state-wide, 12% of total loops are served by IDLC, wih  
one wire center exhibiting an lDL€ concenmtion of 52%. Out ofthe total 69 West 
wire caters in Idaho, three (3) wire centers have IDLC conmtmtions of20% or higher 
(seming 77,821 Imp). Two ( 2 )  wire centers have lDLC mncentmtiom 0FberWeen 
21%-40%andone(l)wirecenterhasanlDLCconcenvationofbeoveen41%-60%. Tlie 
diagram below depicts the wire-center specific IDLC data that is contained in the $r lefl 
table, by CLLI code. 

Percent IDLC in wire centers 
for Idaho 
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